Section 4(f) Training

May 2005

¥ ' - i - | vegny oy
iy Ly L D 5 . - e S
; . Y : Sl B AT = . £ !

2 - et E Ch TG e - i o ) F - "
x : { P B o D L e e ) 1 Ay | ; ;
3 : '} N b R A R B I LR T R, AR o 0 A
i an o A s R e o : UL L P B 4 : " 5 1t
- 4 SAMSIE AT 3 e PTGl B s <3
! e R X T L T i i e TR per
- & LR .I-. g ,‘:‘ "’ ! - I~ v
i . LI i . g e 1 " N " b -
: - e gL o s

Presented by:

Sharon P. Love, P.E.
Environmental Program Manager
FHWA Washington Division



Today’s Agenda

« Context for the Section 4(f) process

+ Basics of Section 4(f)

+ Section 4(f) resources / properties
and applicabllity criteria

+ Use and impact (use vs. impact)

+ Examples of 4(f)resource applicability

+ Feasible and prudent avoidance

<« Minimization of harm and mitigation

+ Evaluation and documentation




Section 303 Title 49

The secretary may approve projects requiring the

use of publicly owned land of a public park,

recreation area, or wildlife/waterfowl! refuge, or

land of a historic site of national, state, or local

significance (as determined by the officials with

jurisdiction) only if-

1) There is no feasible and prudent alternative
to such use, and

2) The project includes all possible planning
to minimize harm



Context

« Which came first ...

... NEPA or Section 4(f)?

« Are you familiar with the FHWA/FTA
transportation decisionmaking
process?

+ Have you heard of the umbrella
approach to environmental
compliance?
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Section 4(f) Backgrou nd

« From a proposed highway project
Impacts to Brackenridge Park in San
Antonio, TX

« Provision of the DOT Act of 1966

« Feasible and prudent standard defined
by the Overton Park court decision

+ Implementation influenced by court

decisions
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Section 4(f) Bas_lcﬁs'

« Actions of US DOT Agencies - ONLY
« US DOT the resource / regulatory
authority

+ Requirements include:
o Alternatives analysis
e Avoidance, minimization, and compensation
Coordination and consultation
 Documentation and process
e Findings
« Procedural or substantive law?




Section 4(f) Referménces

« Legislation

e 49 USC 303 (transportation)

e 23 USC 138 (highways)
+ Regulation

e 23CFR 771.135 (FHWA and FTA)
« Guidance

« FHWA Policy Paper

« Re:NEPA Community of Practice

(http://nepa.fhwa.dot.gov)
o www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov
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| Sectlon 4(f) Web References

« CD and website (www.section4f.com)

+ FHWA HQ Section 4(f) Guidance Website
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/P
Dsec4f.htm

+ Section 4(f) Policy Paper (revised in
March 2005)
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4f
policy.htm

« Programmatic 4(f) Evaluations
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4f
nspeval.htm



http://www.section4f.com/
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/PDsec4f.htm
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/PDsec4f.htm
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4fpolicy.htm
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4fpolicy.htm
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4fnspeval.htm
http://environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/4fnspeval.htm
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Section 303 Title 49

The secretary may approve projects requiring the

use of publicly owned land of a public park,

recreation area, or wildlife/waterfowl refuge, or

land of a historic site of national, state, or local

significance (as determined by the officials with

jurisdiction) only if-

1) There is no feasible and prudent alternative to
such use, and

2) The project includes all possible planning to
minimize harm.
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Section 4(f) Ess_eﬁtlals

« Properties / resources ...
. parks, recreation areas, wildlife and
waterfowl refuges, and historic
properties with qualities that satisfy
specific criteria
« Not all parks, recreation areas,
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or
historic properties are section 4(f)

resources



Section 4(f) Ess_entlalsm

+» Use —

Incorporation of land

e Impacts do not always equate to use
« Section 4(f) standard (approval criteria)
e no feasible and prudent avoidance

a
° a
+ Eva

ternatives
| possible planning to minimize harm
uation, coordination, documentation,

review requirements, and findings
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4(f) Appllcablllty Cntena

« Parks and recreation areas
e Publicly owned
* Public park
 Major purpose for park or recreation
e Significant resource
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A(f) Appllcablllhty Criteria

« Wildlife and waterfowl refuges
e Publicly owned
 Major purpose for refuge purposes
e Significant property
« Historic property
* On or eligible for National Register of
Historic Places




Public Ownership

«» Parks, recreation areas, and wildlife

and waterfowl refuges
* Fee simple ownership
e Permanent easement
e Temporary easement
e | ease agreement

« Not a criteria for historic properties

Policy Paper - Q. 2A & 2D



Public Park

« Access to the resource
« Entire public permitted access to park
or recreation area (during normal

operating hours)
e Visitation is not limited to a select

group(s)
« Not an absolute criteria for refuges

Policy Paper — Q. 2C



Major Purpose

« Primary function of the property ...
. IS for park, recreation, or refuge
puUrposes or activities

« Activities are other than ...
. Incidental, secondary, occasional,
or dispersed

Policy Paper — Q. 2A



A(f) Significance

«» Parks, recreation areas, wildlife and

waterfowl refuges

e Considers the availablility and function
of the resource In terms of the
objectives of the agency with
jurisdiction

* The property/resource plays an
Important role in meeting those
objectives

Policy Paper — Q. 2B



«» Parks, recreation areas, wildlife and
waterfowl refuges

Determined by the officials with

jurisdiction

Presumed significant in the absence of
a determination

Subject to review by FHWA for
reasonableness

Applies to the entire property



FUBLIC PARK

Open to
Seneral Public

= I
al recreational resource — a public park open to the public where the
miain purposa is recreation. The entire park — including parking, maintenanca

facilites and recreational fAcilities — must be considersd as part of this signilicant
Sechon 4{} resource.

* Be aware of two exceptions to this general rule
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Policy Paper Q. 6
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4(T) Hlstorlc Propérty

« Individual historic property
e on or eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places
« Archeological sites
 National Register eligible and important
for preservation In place
e not significant for data recovery
(information) only

23 CFR 771.135(e) Policy Paper Qs. 3A, 3B
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Section 4(f) Appllcablllty

« In historic districts, property that is
 individually historic, integral to, or contributing
element of the district
» Locally historic property
e |f determined by FHWA with appropriate and
sufficient evidence
« National Historic Landmarks
 treated the same way other historic properties are
treated, but FHWA should consider their importance
and significance. _
» Traditional culture properties
e on or eligible for the National Register

» Consultation with SHPO/THPO

23 CFR 771.135(e) Policy Paper Qs. 3A, 3C, 3D
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4(f) and 106 Relatllhﬂonshlp

« National Register eligibility necessary for
4(f) applicability of historic properties

+ Adverse effect does not equal use

« Use Is possible without adverse effect
determination

« Section 106 MOA provides documentation
of minimization of harm and of mitigation

Policy Paper - Q. 3B



~« Fee simple

+» Permanent easement

-« Temporary occupancy (in some
~ cases)

« Constructive use

Policy Paper Q. 1A, 1B, 1C
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Fee Simple Use

« Acquisition of
property for
transportation
purposes

« Conversion to
highway or transit
ROW (or other
DOT need)




Permanent Easement

SECTION 4(f) RESOURCE

Policy Paper — Q. 1A
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Temporary Easem

SECTION 4(f) RESOURCE

23 CFR 771.135(p)(1) & (p)(7)
Policy Paper Qs. - 1A & 1C



Tem porary Easement

+ Does Not constitute use when:
* Occupancy Is of short duration
.. less than project construction
* No change in ownership
* No long-term or indefinite interests
Created
* No temporary or permanent adverse

change
* Involves only a minor amount of land

23 CFR 771.135(p)(7)



Constructive Use

+ No actual incorporation of land
« Proximity impacts of the project
«~ Use defined by substantial
Impairment
... Activities, features, or attributes
that qualify the resource for section
4(f) protection are substantially
diminished

23 CFR 771.135(p)(2), Policy Paper Q. 1B



23 CFR 771.135(p)(2)
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Constructive Use

« Potential constructive use impacts
* Noise impacts
* Visual impacts
* Access restrictions
* Vibration
* Ecological intrusion

23 CFR 771.135(p)(4)
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NO Constructlve Use

+ No historic properties affected / no adverse
effect

+ Noise abatement criteria not approached ...

« Timing of determination

« Concurrent development in area

« Combined impacts not substantially impair

+ Impacts mitigated

« Minor changes in accessibility

« Vibration impacts are minor or mitigated
23 CFR 771.135(p)(4)



Sectlon 4(f) Examples

Common situations and resources ...
. FHWA's Section 4(f) Policy Paper
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Historic Brldges ahd nghways

+ Rehabllitation, repair, or improvement
* No adverse effect - no 4(f) use
* Adverse effect - 4(f) use

« Bridge donations (new alignment)
* Historic integrity maintained - no 4(f) use
* Historic integrity not maintained - 4(f)

use
« Demolish bridge - 4(f) use

23 USC 144(0), 23 CFR 771.135(f)
Policy Paper — Qs. 4A, 4B, 4C, 4D



Policy Paper — Q.3C



PUb|IC I\/Iultlple Us'e Land

+ National Forests

+» State Forests

+» BLM lands

+ Public schools

« Wildlife, game and conservation areas

Policy Paper — Q. 6
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« 4(f) applies to historic properties
+ Designated / included In management plan
* A(f) applies to park, recreation, or refuge
activities
* A4(f) does not apply to areas of non-4(f)
function

» No management plan
* 4(f) applies where primary function is for park,
recreation, or refuge activity
* No 4(f) where primary function is for other

activities 23 CFR 771.135(d), Policy Paper - Q. 6
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Bodies Of Water

«~ How does a highway project use a river or
lake? What about ownership? Purpose?

« May require application of multiple use /
primary function concept

+ Rivers are generally not 4(f) except for:
* Publicly owned recreational trails
* Designated National Wild and Scenic Rivers

Policy Paper - Q. 13
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Wild And SCEH*IC Iilvers

+ Rivers under study - 4(f) does not
apply |

+ Designated Rivers
* Publicly owned - 4(f) applies

« Publicly owned land

* 4(f) applies to recreation areas
- Designated In plan

- Actually in place (undesignated or no
management plan)

Policy Paper — Qs. 8A & 8B



T ol

- > } My ) Nae
o, TTLTRY T RoE Ay e T SR T T ] l{:’. 7 S ' it - o
TR T e Ty AN T e BRI MR | (TR '-:-*:-'-'-x"."*' LY Ve 4 i‘K- " b, S B
T - k] _" U g :_'-‘_..._:_.E'- YT '_ :__L by --" 2 Tty ':frr ha‘{b‘ { E;-.'__'
! e : Ve ’ ) DT

R TS ST

Public School Playgrounds

+ 4(f) does not apply where:
 Primary function for students PE and recess
e Serves only school activities
 No or little walk-on activity

« 4(f) applies where:
e Significant organized recreational activities
e Significant substantial walk-on activities

Policy Paper - Q. 10
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Golf Courses

« Applicablility of Section 4(f):
* Publicly owned
 Open to the general public
o Determined to be a significant
recreational area.

Policy Paper - Q. 11



Trails & Bikeways

+ Recreational trails
e Publicly owned - 4(f)
e Privately owned - no 4(f)

« Blkeways - primary function
e Transportation - no 4(f)
e Recreation - 4(f)

+ Historic trails identified in PL. 95-625 are
exempt from 4(f)

« If a trail Is simply described as being In
the ROW, then relocation of it within the

ROW is not a 4(f) use.

Policy Paper - Q. 14 & 15



Late DeSignati“on'

« If land Is acquired for transportation
purpose prior to 4(f) designation or
prior to change In significance
and

« If adequate efforts were made to
identify 4(f) property (requirements
and standards that existed at time of
study and analysis)

23 CFR 771.135(h) Policy Paper-Q. 7



Planned” 4(f)ﬂFaC|I|t|es

+ Formally designated
and

+ Determined to be significant ...
. for park, recreation, or refuge
purposes

Policy Paper - Q. 17



Linder joint development, the recreational resocurce maintains use of the facility for
recreational purpose, incleding the portion reserved for some fufure transportation
use. It s understood by the official with jurisdiction and the state fransporiation
agency that the use of land may not be needed for years and until that ime the

lard can be used for recreational or other purposes.

Policy Paper — Q. 16
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Joint Develo

The lined area shows a boundary of reserved land for future fransportation use
that an official with pirsdiction and state transportation agency would agree upon
in the inibal development of the recreational rescurce.
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Occupancy of ROW

+ Where undeveloped, vacant highway
ROW, or preserved transportation
corridor Is used for other than
transportation purposes

« Section 4(f) does not apply to either
authorized or unauthorized
occupancy of highway rights-of-way

Policy Paper — Q. 18



Wildlife Areas

« National wildlife refuges - 4(f) applies
« Wildlife management area -
o 4(f) applies If primary function is for
refuge purposes
e Otherwise, apply multiple use
concept

Policy Paper — Q. 20
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Recreation Trail

Historic Canal

Policy Paper — Q. 21
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Trans. Enhancement PrOJects

Pedestrian and bicycle faclilities
Pedestrian and bicycle safety and
education activities

Acquisition of scenic or historic
easements and sites

Scenic or historic highway programs,
iIncluding tourist and welcome centers
Landscaping and scenic beautification

Historic preservation
Policy Paper Q. 24 A



Trans. Enhancement PrOJects

/. Rehabilitation and operation of historic
transportation buildings, structures or facilities

8. Conversion of abandoned railway corridors to
trails

9. Control and removal of outdoor advertising

10. Archeological planning and research

11. Environmental mitigation of runoff pollution,
and provision of wildlife connectivity

12. Establishment of transportation museums

Policy Paper Q. 24 A
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Transportatlon Enhancement

Activities and Section 4(f)

Examples

* A new bike trail in a park — Section 4(f)
applies since it involves ‘permanent
iIncorporation of 4(f) land into a
transportation facility’.

* Restoration/improvement of a
recreational faclility or historical site —
Section 4(f) does not apply.

Policy Paper Q. 24 A



y =YY AT
1 LSAE - ] . . - i =
e f 4 (; i #‘?f{ - - ..%g' 4 ! "'"I& = = | % é L.
3 BRI ¥ .2y 1 ¢8R
¥ 3 . 5 o = | of L L 1 = %
L T I L i 3 g s o ;
T e AT e
st T R <SS TS S =t

Museums, Aguariums, and Zoos

« Publicly owned museums or

aguariums
* not subject to Section 4(f) unless they
are significant historic properties.
+ Publicly owned zoos
e evaluated on a case-by-case basis

Policy Paper Q. 25



Tribal Lands and
Indian Reservations

+ Federally recognized Indian Tribes are
sovereign nations, therefore, their are not
“publicly owned”, nor open to the general public,
and Section 4(f) does not automatically apply.

= If land owned by a Tribal Government or on
ndian Reservation functions as a significant
park, recreational area (which are open to the
general public), a wildlife and waterfowl refuge,
or is eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places, Section 4(f) would apply.

Policy Paper Q. 26
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Traditional Cultural Properties

« Must be eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places

« THPO or tribal cultural resources
staff should be consulted if the TCP

IS tribal.

Policy Paper Q. 27



Cemeteries

« Not 4(f) resources unless eligible for
the National Register of Historic
Places

« If human remains are found in an
archaeological site, need to consider
If the site warrants preservation In
place.

Policy Paper Q. 28
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Section 4(f) mlnfleréd NEPA
Documents

« Completion of tier 1 does not relieve
FHWA of the responsibility to study
an avoidance alternative in tier 2.

Policy Paper Q. 29



LWC
+» Land

FA Sectlon_ 6I(f)

and Water Conservation Fund Act

* Coordination and approval of NPS, DOI

rec
* Re
) Ap

uired
nlacement of property (NPS discretion)

nlies to locations where LWCFA funds

were actually used, if determinable

* Consult with LWCEFA liaison — In Washington
State this Is the Interagency Committee for
Outdoor Recreation



reak Time!




Evaluation and
Documentation

FHWA Technical Advisory
16640.8a
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General Documeﬁtatlon Needs

+ Resource applicability or non-applicability
e public ownership, significance, major purpose
 eligibility for the NR (historic properties)

« Avoldance alternatives

« Coordination

+» Measures to minimize harm

« Mitigation

+ FInding of no feasible and prudent and
feasible avoidance alternatives and ...
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4(f) Evaluatlon / Documentatlon

+ Project purpose and need

+ 4(f) resources and properties (applicability)

« Use and impacts

« Alternatives considered, including
avolidance and minimization

+ Measures to minimize harm and mitigation

« Coordination - significance, impacts,
mitigation, land conversions

+ FInding of no feasible and prudent
alternative



Alternative B completely avoids the park and, therefore, may be considered Ewen though Alternative A does not impact any recreational elements, it is stll
an avoidance allemative. Impacts lo additional resources, other than Section considered a minimization alternative. Avoidance altermatives cannot impact
4if), must be considered in order o determine if the aveidance alternative is any portion of the Section 4{f} resource.

prudent.

Policy Paper — P. 4
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FeaS|bIe / Prudent Avmdance

+ Feasible — technically possible, constructible
+ Prudent — reasonable, “does it makes sense?”
+ Make the case:

alternative does not meet project purpose and
need

excessive cost of construction

serious operational or safety problems
unacceptable social, economic and/or
environmental impacts

excessive community disruption

combinations of the above



Feasible and Prudéﬁrﬁi‘t

Overton Park Decision
+ Feasible and prudent alternatives do not
create truly unique problems
< Truly Unigue Factors:
e cost of extraordinary magnitude
e community disruption of extraordinary
magnitude

23 CFR 771.135(a)(2)



Feasible and Prudent Analysis
(Balancing)

USE AVOIDANCE

Nature, Quality, and Unusual Factors
Net Effect on the 4(f) Cost, Community
Resource Disruption

AN

Overton Park
Criteria




Determining whether an avoidance aternative is feasible and prudent is not sasy
and al imes involves detailed analysis of all of the resources affected by a
proposed highway and NOT just the Section 4(f) resource.



EﬁclufﬁsﬁEﬂﬂu AREA

This altemabve proposas o impact several residences and commercial businesses

as part of an effort to avoid Section 4({f) resources. Is this a viable avoidance altermative?
To answer this, several factors must be considered, including the socioeconomic impacts
1o those resources and the surrounding community.This informabon is compared to
othear avordance alternatives to determine Alternative A's viability.



RCIAL / RESIDENTIAL AREA #

The alignment for Alternative B is successhul in avoiding the commercial and
residential area; however, it impacts the community park and public school
nsiead. Conseguently, Alternative B is no longer an avoidance alternative.
{Mote that while this public school happens to be a Section 4(f) resource., not
all public schools are, necessarily.)



This alternative successfully avoics gl Section 4{f) resourcea, but, &3 & result. impacts a forest
end a weband Avoiding ona resource will often result in impacting amoether, thus the balancing
ect of comparing different resources in develoging a feasible and prudent avoidance alternative
Coordinatea with DOT and interested agencies (such &3 wetland regulatory apencies) is
mecessany o determing wheather this alternative can be considered feasible and prudent.



Con5|der the“Net 'Impact

« Quality of the resource

« Slize of use

« Location of use

« Severity use

+ Function of portion used

+~ Remaining function of property after
use
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; p el Alternative B completely avoids the park and, therefore, may be considered
Even though Alternative A does not impact any recreational elements, it is stil an avaidance allemative. Impacts to additional resources, other than Section
considered a minimization altemative. Avoidance alternatives cannot impact 41}, must be considered in order lo determine if the avoidance allernative is

any portion of the Section 4(f} resource. prudant.



VST
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Alternative Selection

mevEAhamms bwo recreational elements and a large Alternative B traverses a smaller section of the park, but still impacts
section of the resource. one of the recreational elements.



Alter'nati'\/'e Se'nlé*cti'bﬂh

Alternative C extends through a smaller portion of the park and does
not impact recreational elements. Based on this scenario, if there are
no avoidance alternatives, Alternative C should be selected.

Alternative B traverses a smaller secbon of the park, but sfill impacts
ona of the recreational elements.
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Rules to Alternatlve Selection

« |If a feasible and prudent avoidance

alternative 1s avallable
e Stop there, you must select it

« |f there are no feasible and prudent
avoidance alternatives (all

alternatives result in a use)
e You must select the alternative that has
the least harm to the 4(f) resource



Potential Mitigation Measures

Restoration/mitigation measures in this example include a vegetated busffer and
refocated sidewalk along the new roadway. a relocated ballfisid and replacemant
lands. In this example, other recreational elements, such as a gym sel, have been
added. Part of the mitigation process can involve recreational elements requested by
the owner of the park that were not part of the onginal park setfing.



Evaluation Flowchart

Section 4{f) Evaluation

Required
| * Legal Sufficiency Review
As Part of the Document As a Separate Docurment
I |
EA or EIS Categorical Exclusion Other Reasons: Programmatic
| iy “Aoples
Prepare Separate Draft CE, EA, EIS
Individual Section 4(f) o ‘
Evaluation Substantial Changes
Prepare Draft | in Section 4(f) Prepare Programmatic
Section 4(f) Evaluation Use After Any Evaluation
as Part of DEIS or EA Submit to DOT Initial 4(f) Approval
and 5Select Agencies
for Review
| Submit to DOT and
Prepare Final Section Pre Final Select {Lgtncles
4A(f) Evaluation With 5 E::; P Resubmit Draft for Review and
Selected Alternative Evaluation and Final Approval
as Part of FEIS or Section 4(f)
FONS| | Evaluations to DOT
and Select Agencies
Submit to DOT and
Select Agencies for

Review and Approval



Programmat|c14(f) Evaluatlons

+~ No exemptions of basic 4(f) requirements

« Optional, not required

« Documentation vs. document

+ No DOI coordination or legal sufficiency

+ Time savings

+ Flexible procedures

« Generally minor 4(f) use

« Agreement with official with jurisdiction is
essential



T o 1 Wo i
o, ; s 0w g agn e R P e gL '. . T y Pl
5 \ A ol e S T T e T ﬂ- ,1.'&% ! b 1
'l..r'-". .. '.'.-':" . g

2 ﬁ *ﬁ.“- o "'ﬂaé&

Programmatlc 14(f) Evaluations

« Minor involvement with public parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and
waterfowl refuges

« Minor involvement with historic sites

« Use of historic bridges

+ Independent bikeway or walkway
construction projects (1977 negative

declaration)
+ Net benefit to Section 4(f) Property (2005)




Parts of a Programmathlc |

« Applicability

« Alternatives

« Coordination

+» Measures to minimize harm
« FIndings

« Approval procedure
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4

L X 2

L)

4

L X 2

L)

Improvement is on essentially the same
alignment

4(f) resource Is adjacent to existing highway
Use of lands or proximity impacts do not impair
the use of the remaining land

Limit on property taken (parks,...)

Official(s) with jurisdiction must agree with
assessment of impacts and mitigation
measures

There are specific criteria for each programmatic
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Appllcablllty Confﬂinued

+ Federal agency with an interest in the land does
not object to land conversion or transfer

+ Project does not remove or alter historic
buildings, structures, or objects, or remove or
disturb archeological resources that are
Important to preserve in place

« Section 106 determination of no adverse effect

« Generally does not apply to EIS projects

o0

L0
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Programmatlc 1An'aIyS|s

« Evaluate avoidance alternatives
Do nothing
e |mprove existing without using 4(f)
land
 Building on new location

« Coordination
 Federal agencies with encumbrances

« USCG coordination if a bridge permit
IS required



Programmatlc 1An'aIyS|s

<+ Measures to minimize harm
o Written agreement from Officials with
jurisdiction
e Based on agreement with the SHPO/THPO

(and ACHP, If needed) via the Section 106
Process

< FIndings
e |Information on alternatives and measures to

minimize harm must support the specific
findings of the programmatic evaluation
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Approval / Documentatlon

+0Once the FHWA Division
Administrator or designee ...

.. finds that all of the criteria,
procedures, etc. of the applicable
programmatic have been satisfied

+Degree of documentation depends
on State DOT and FHWA Division
Office



For Further ASS|stance

For project-specific questions please start with your
Region Environmental Office (or your Highways and
Local Programs Area Engineer if you are a City or
County) and your FHWA Area Engineer.

Steve Yach

WSDOT ESO NEPA Specialist
509-324-6132
YachS@wsdot.wa.gov

Sharon Love

Environmental Program Manager
FHWA Washington Division
360-753-9558
Sharon.Love@fhwa.dot.gov
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